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Rita surdi

920 7th St
Las Vegas , NM 87701

April 2. 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Strest SW

Washington, 0C 20594

FCC Chalrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Servic<e Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBRI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrepping. It is the ecuivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end—run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢ollect information between sour<es 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
ayen rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppoertunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Interpet communication technolodies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Rita Surdi
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angeia christopher

801 east 157 st
c¢leveland, ohio 44110

April 2, 2004
FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554
FCC Chatrman Powell:
As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my cpposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.
This 1is horrifying to me. What are we coming to?
I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of Justice that
our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

angela christopher
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Howard Smith
2303 Thorndyke Ave w
Segattle, wa 98199

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCZ Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tystice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not belijeve this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephcne companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance, The FBI is ¢oing far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Jook through,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sour<es 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communicaticns, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue qovernment agents to access aur personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that aur new Internet cammunication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I ook faorward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Howard Smith
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J111 Tripp

3430 26th Ave W 123
Seattle, WA 38139
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April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Cammunications Commission
445 12th Streest SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment savesdropping. It is the egquivalent of the goverrnment reguiring ail
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run arounhd
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢ollect information between saurces Tike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a mastar key to our personal commupnications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves Gr
even rogue government agents to access our persanal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once acain, I urdge you to aoppose the dangeraus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolagies should have built—in
wiretapping.

T look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jill Tripp
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robert smith

vernan avenue
venice, ca 902914

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Cemmunications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice 5 request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to <onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavasdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new hames be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. iLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries faor how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogdue government agents to access our personal communications. past
effarts to pravide this sart of backdeor access have not been successful and
oniy created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

robert smith
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Preston Wagner

P. 0. Box 391
Galvestan, Texas 77553

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, D¢ 20554

FCC Chairman Poweli:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
hew hames be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this reguirement represents an end—-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and esxpansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eveh rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to appaose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts aon this matter.

Sincerely,

/S/ Preston D. Wagner
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gsse Leskno

8931 Highland Rd
Pittsburgh, Pa 15237

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Pepartment of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement js necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyaond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the goverrment reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Tock through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI car collect information between sources like phone companies and data
solrces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would hypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
Even rogue government agents ton access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
oniy created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that gur hew Internet communication technologies should have built—-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jesse Leskn



Fri 02 aApr 2004 D5:05:41 PM EST P. 1
GEORGE LONG

#11 QCEAN GATE VILLAS
HILTON HEAD, SC 29928

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet <ommunication services be
required to have huilt-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already:
require Internet Service Praviders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI toc conduct surveillance. The FBI i35 going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
rnew homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

1 am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sour<es Tike phone companies and data
sources J1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogug government agents to access our persaonal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you tao oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technalogies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

GEORGE L LONG
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Judith Brink

604 Warren Street #5
Albany, NY 12208

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federai Communications Commission
445 12th Straet SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing tu express my opposition toc the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is qoing far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress., lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communicaticns, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urage vyou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that cur new Internet communication technclogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Judith Brink
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Michal Bennett

5808 SE Milwaukie Ave, #5
Portland, OR S7202

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Cchairmar Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

PEOPLE IN WASHINGTON LIKE TO SAY "What next?" ALOT. SO WHAT NEXT? SHALL WE WIRE
TAP ALL PHONE CONWERSATIONS?

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to conduc¢t surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the egquivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Jook through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run arocund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail., The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
cnly created a rich ospportunity for hackers.

Cnce again, I urge you to oppase the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Michal Bennett
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Nathaniel Dube

1027 Silverstone Ln.
Cedar Park, TX 78613

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chajrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet cammunication services he
required ta have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haow
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jlaw
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue gqovernment agents fto access our personal communications. Past
effaorts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justijce that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Nathaniel Dube
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Richard Pettus

115 Coalidge St
Haverstraw, NY 10927

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Strest SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

#is a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary., Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry te actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to lTook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to ocur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdaor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our pew Internet communication technologies should have built-1n
wiretapping.

I took forward to hearing yeur thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Richard Pettus
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Nadine Johnson

770 NE B9th Street, #5a
Miami, F1 33138

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Langstanding laws already
require Internet Seryice Providers and Internet telephane companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actuaily build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this regquirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between saurces 1ike phane companies and data
sources like e-mait. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdoor ac<cess have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you tso oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technglogies shauld have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Nadine Johnsan
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David Murphrey

911 W. 5th
dmarilio, TX 78101

dpril 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concernsed individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not beljeve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the gsvernment requiring al]l
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
{ongress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FEI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal cammunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogqgue qovernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again. I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that cur new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

David Murphrey
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Gary Ender

5913 Cromwell Drive
Bethesda, MD 20816

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street S

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephons companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyaond these existing
powers by trying tc force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homgs be built with a peephole for law enforcement to loock through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would hypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicatian technelogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Gary Ender
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Stephen Woods

3424 £ 2nd St
Long Beach, CA 80803

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chajrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internset Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
rnew homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look thraough.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communhications, the
government 15 creating the very real notential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Fast
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have nat bheen successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Stephen Woods
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Richard Corrai

3628 Criffin Avenue
Los #Angeles, Ca 30031

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing toc express my opposition toc the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet <communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement ta look through,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
saurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key tc our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge you Lo appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Richard Corra}
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robert josepn

356 N. Flares
los angeles, ca 30048

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DT 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my cpposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Jook through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sour<es 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persaonal communications. past
efforts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolegies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

robert joseph



Fri 02 Apr 2004 08:45:35 PM EST p. 2

Pavid Gardne -
2525 Bever]yrnve #8 gﬂ/%fé{
Santa Monica, CA 930403

RECEIVED

April 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell APR — 6 2004

Federal Communications Commissic
: Faderal Communications Commissicn

445 12th Street SW _
washington, DC 20554 Office of the Seeretary

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communicatian services bhe
required to haye built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FEI <an collect information between scurces like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bhypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communicatians, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdaoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technoleogies sheould have built—in
wiretapping.

I lock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

David Gardner
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Travis Cox
5483 College Ave #d /@/‘4/ 10865
cakland, CA 34618

RECEIVED

Anril 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell APR - 6 2004
Federal Communications Commission -

445 12th Street SW + ederal Communications Commissic:i
washington, DC 20554 Office of the Seeretary

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do rot believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Seryice Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to ferce the industry to actually builé its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-yun around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone campanies and data
socurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications., the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
Even rague government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich appartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urce you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

.Travis Cox
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30304 Spring River Drive
Southfield, MI 48076

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, BC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying ta force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to lock through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents anh end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
efforts ta provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Julia Paijs
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William Stedman

117 Pheasant Wwalk
Schenectady, NY 12303

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Caommissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llangstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephore companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The F8I is geing far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
gavernment eavesdropping., It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new hames -be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the fBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal c¢ammunications, the
government is creating the very real potential faor hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdeor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, T urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

A Veteran and Patriot,

William Stedman
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Terry Martin
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March 13, 2004

FCC Chajrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

#s a concerned individual, I am writing %o express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication seryices he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not hbelieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding lTaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephorne companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FfBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be bullt with 2 peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations. set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢oliect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e—-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would hypass the legislative process tc alter that careful balance.

I understand that hy requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts ton pravide this sort aof backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again. I urge you to oppase the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies shaould have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Terry J. Martin
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Christopher Hargett

246 East 5th St
deer park, NY 11729

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a caoncerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole far law enforcement ta look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s agaressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requirinrg a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackars.

Once again, I urge you to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Christopher Haroett
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Jean Callaghan

7040 Leestgone St
Springfield, A 22151-3518

Aprii 2, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fs & concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositicn to the
Pepartment of Justice s suggestion that all new Internet communication services
be required to have built—in wiretapping access.

Pemacracies don’t allow snooping in mail or our homes without probable cause
and a judge’s search warrant. There is absolutely no justification for this
LARAN

Lengstanding Jaws already require Internef Service Providers and Internet
telephone companies to allow the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 15 going
far beyond these existing powers by trying to force the industry to actually
build its systems around government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the
gavernment requiring all new homes be byilt with a peep hole for law
enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this reguirement represents an end—-run around
Congress. Congress, after extensive deliberations, set up houndaries for how
the FBI can collect information hetween saurces 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that this requirement will make our communications easy targets
far hackers and thieves. By requirineg a master key to our personal
communications, the government is c¢reating the very real potential far hackers
and thieves or even rogue government agents to access our personal
communications. Past efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have
not been successful and only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jean Callaghan



